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RESPONSE TO PUBLIC COMMENTS (PC)-S 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S1 

Comment PC-S1-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S2 

Comment PC-S2-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S3 

Comment PC-S3-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. The project is not anticipated to 
require full acquisition of any residential properties. Please see Common Responses – Preferred 
Alternative Identification and Opposition to Tolling.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S4 

Comment PC-S4-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S5 

Comment PC-S5-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S6 

Comment PC-S6-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S7 

Comment PC-S7-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-S7-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S7-1. 

Comment PC-S7-3 

Please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S8 

Comment PC-S8-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 
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Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-S8-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S8-1. 

Comment PC-S8-3 

The priority of the design team was to minimize the residential impacts, including ROW. OCTA, 
Caltrans, and FHWA have worked extensively with the Navy to move I-405 toward and into the 
Navy property to avoid impacting the residential areas on the northbound side of I-405. Please 
see Common Response – Shifting Improvements away from Residential Properties onto 
NAVWPNSTA Seal Beach Property. 

Comment PC-S8-4 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S8-1. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S9 

Comment PC-S9-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S10 

Comment PC-S10-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S11 

Comment PC-S11-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-S11-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S11-1. 

Comment PC-S11-3 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S11-1. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S12 

Comment PC-S12-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S13 

Comment PC-S13-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-S13-2 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-S13-3 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S13-1. 

Comment PC-S13-4 

Please see Common Response – Measure M. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-S14 

Comment PC-S14-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S15 

Comment PC-S15-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S16 

Comment PC-S16-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Please see Common Response – Measure M. 

Comment PC-S16-2 

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification.  

Comment PC-S16-3 

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Alternatives M3, M9, M12, and M13 (see Section 2.2.7 and Figure 2-8), evaluated as part of the 
I-405 MIS (2003-2006), included project components similar to what you are recommending 
within your comment. These alternatives were not considered viable alternatives for further 
consideration because they do not fulfill the project purpose and are substantially more 
expensive than the Preferred Alternative (see discussion of Alternatives M3, M9, M12, and M13 
in Section 2.7). Please also see Common Response – Elimination of LRT and BRT Alternatives. 
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Comment PC-S16-4 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-S16-5 

Chapters 3 and 4 of the EIR/EIS that was prepared for this project discloses all anticipated 
impacts to the human, physical, and natural environments as a result of the project and measures 
aimed at reducing those impacts. 

Comment PC-S16-6 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S16-4. 

Comment PC-S16-7 

Please see Responses to Comments PC-S16-2 and PC-S16-3.  

Comment PC-S16-8 

As stated in Section 2.2.4, No Build (No Action) Alternative, of the Draft EIR/EIS, the No Build 
Alternative is not considered a viable alternative because it would not achieve the project’s 
purpose. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S17 

Comment PC-S17-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-S17-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S13-2. 

Comment PC-S17-3 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S13-3 

Comment PC-S17-4 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S13-4. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-S18 

Comment PC-S18-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-S18-2 

As described in Section 3.2.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS, emissions will be reduced under all of the 
build alternatives compared to the future No Build Alternative, and no permanent adverse 
project-related air quality effects were identified. Air quality Measures AQ-1 through AQ-14, 
described in Section 3.2.6, will avoid and/or minimize all construction-related air quality effects. 
Please see Common Response – Air Quality. 

Comment PC-S18-3 

All reasonable and feasible noise abatement will be constructed, as described in Section 3.2.7 of 
the Final EIR/EIS and final Noise Abatement Decision Report. Project-related construction and 
operational noise effects were analyzed in detail in the project Noise Study Report. As described 
in Section 3.2.7, project-related noise levels associated with the build alternatives would be less 
than the future No Build Alternative. Please see Common Response – Noise/Noise Analysis. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S19 

Comment PC-S19-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Major transit improvements were considered for the project corridor. These alternatives were not 
considered viable alternatives for further consideration because they do not fulfill the project purpose 
and are substantially more expensive than the Preferred Alternative (see discussion of Alternatives 
M3, M9, M12, and M13 in Section 2.2.7, Alternatives Considered but Eliminated from Further 
Discussion). Please also see Common Response – Elimination of LRT and BRT Alternatives. 
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With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles County line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Comment PC-S19-2 

We acknowledge your comment about toll roads. The population and employment forecasts used 
for traffic forecasting for the I-405 Improvement Project are approved by SCAG. A comparison 
of pre-recession traffic data (year 2005) to forecast volumes shows annual growth rates of 1.0 to 
1.5 percent from 2005 to 2040 and annual rates of 1.1 percent or less from 2020 to 2040. 

Comment PC-S19-3 

Tables 3.2.6-6 and 3.2.6-7 in the EIR/EIS show that emissions for the build alternatives are 
generally less than the existing and future no-build conditions. This decrease is due to higher 
vehicle speeds, which generally result in lower emission rates; therefore, the project would result 
in a beneficial effect related to regional operational emissions. Please see Common Response – 
Air Quality. 

Comment PC-S19-4 

The aesthetics treatment for the project will be finalized during the design phase. The plastic 
“art” made reference to was implemented as part of different freeway corridor projects, such as 
the I-5 improvements in Santa Ana. Input from project stakeholders, including respective 
aesthetics committees from the cities, would be solicited during the start of the design phase. 

Comment PC-S19-5 

Alternatives M3, M9, M12, and M13 (see Section 2.2.7, Alternatives Considered but Eliminated 
from Further Discussion, and Figure 2-8 of the Draft EIR/EIS) included project components 
similar to what you are recommending within your comment. These alternatives were not 
considered viable alternatives for further consideration because they do not fulfill the project 
purpose and are substantially more expensive than the Preferred Alternative (see discussion of 
Alternatives M3, M9, M12, and M13 in Section 2.2.7). Please also see Common Response – 
Elimination of LRT and BRT Alternatives. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S20 

Comment PC-S20-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 
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Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S21 

Comment PC-S21-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-S21-2 

Analysis of the traffic performance of the transition areas is presented in the Draft EIR/EIS and 
summarized in Table 3.1.6-17.  

Comment PC-S21-3 

We acknowledge your comment regarding vehicle sizes. Regarding the change in occupancy 
requirement to three persons per vehicle for free use of the Express Lanes in Alternative 3, 
please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling. 

Comment PC-S21-4 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S21-1. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S22 

Comment PC-S22-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses – 
Preferred Alternative Identification and Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S23 

Comment PC-S23-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Comment PC-S23-2 

A Supplemental Traffic Study has been prepared and a Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS prepared 
and circulated covering potential traffic impacts in Los Angeles County, including potential 
impacts to the SR-22/Studebaker interchange referenced in the comment, as well as along 7th 
Street, I-405, and I-605 in Los Angeles County. The analysis and measures presented in the 
Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS are included in Section 3.1.6 of the Final EIR/EIS. 

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles County line and the city of Long Beach, 
please see Common Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 
Analysis of Katella Avenue at I-605 is included in Section 3.1.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS. 

With respect to coordination among the agencies with responsibility for transportation and traffic 
on both sides of the Orange/Los Angeles County line, please see Common Response – 
Coordination between Caltrans Districts 7 and 12, OCTA, Los Angeles Metro, Gateway City 
Council of Governments, and City of Long Beach.  

Comment PC-S23-3 

With respect to relocation of soundwalls and acquisition of ROW, Caltrans and OCTA will 
consider the balance between the benefits of freeway improvement and the need to acquire 
private property.  

With respect to potential impacts of the project in Long Beach, a Supplemental Traffic Study has 
been prepared and a Supplemental Draft EIR/EIS prepared and circulated covering potential 
traffic impacts in Los Angeles County. The analysis and measures presented in the Supplemental 
Draft EIR/EIS are included in Section 3.1.6 of the Final EIR/EIS. 

Comment PC-S23-4 

We acknowledge the opposition to tolling. The project is considered a Major Project by FHWA, 
and a Draft Financial Plan must be submitted to FHWA prior to approval of the Final EIR/EIS. 
The Draft Financial Plan must identify full funding for the project. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S24 

Comment PC-S24-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
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your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses – 
Preferred Alternative Identification and Replacement of Fairview Road Overcrossing/Truncation 
of Tolled Express Lanes. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S25 

Comment PC-S25-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-S26 

Comentario PC-S26-1 

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaría agradecerle por 
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliación de la autopista de San 
Diego (I-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de selección de la “Alternative 
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final 
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificará en la dirección proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final 
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo. 

Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-S26 

Comment PC-S26-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S27 

Comment PC-S27-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

All of the arterial intersection configurations are shown in the project 11- by 17-inch project 
layout plans in Draft EIR/EIS Appendix P. The layout plans indicate the existing conditions as a 
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light gray shade and the project improvements in heavy black linework. Any existing ramps to be 
removed would be identified as a hatch pattern. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S28 

Comment PC-S28-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S29 

Comment PC-S29-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

The design of the arterial interchanges shown in the Draft EIR/EIS represents the optimized 
design that has been reviewed by Caltrans including, but not limited to, the ADA, Design, 
Traffic Operations, and Environmental branches. Impacts to pedestrians and bicyclists have been 
minimized as much as possible by assuring that the ADA pedestrian accessibility standards are 
adhered to, as well as maintaining existing arterials with Class II Bikeways designation. 
Furthermore, proposed bikeways respective to each city within the project limits are also 
included in the design per the OCTA Commuter Bikeways Strategic Plan (OCTA CBSP). 

In summary, the design shown in the Draft EIR/EIS with bicycle features includes the existing 
arterials with Class II designation, namely Fairview Road, Ward Street, Slater Avenue, Bushard 
Street, Edwards Street, and Seal Beach Boulevard. The same features are also shown for the 
arterials with proposed Class II Bikeways, including Newland Street, Edinger Avenue, 
McFadden Avenue, Westminster Boulevard, Bolsa Chica Road, and the Heil Pedestrian 
Overcrossing. Pedestrian features are also included in the design, such as meeting the minimum 
required sidewalk widths, cross slopes, and longitudinal grades. 

At locations where the requirements set forth in the HDM are not possible for a specific location, 
a process with Caltrans that requests an approval for an exception to the standard would be 
documented and is supported with a location map and justification for not meeting the minimum 
requirement. 
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Deputy Directive DD-64-R1, Complete Streets-Integrating the Transportation System, released 
by Caltrans in 2008, has been supplemented with new standards from the HDM (May 2012) that 
require new minimum requirements for bicycle facilities with permitted Class II Bikeways. The 
process to include the requirements from the May 2012 HDM revision is in progress. 

Comment PC-S29-2 

The new HDM requirement, 403.6(1) Turning Traffic, points to two locations in the design that 
are proposed for requesting an exception to the requirement. To address this new requirement, a 
design revision is being made to separate the bikeway from the roadway at several locations 
including eastbound Talbert Avenue to southbound I-405 on-ramp; eastbound Edinger Avenue to 
southbound I-405 on-ramp; eastbound Bolsa Avenue to southbound I-405 on-ramp; eastbound 
Westminster Boulevard to southbound I-405 on-ramp; northbound Beach Boulevard to 
northbound I-405 on-ramp; and southbound Beach Boulevard to Center Avenue. The second 
requirement under 403.6(1), related to providing a minimum 4-ft right-turn width for bicycle use 
between the right-turn and through lane at Class II Bikeways facilities, is satisfied for all 
pertinent locations where Class II Bikeways are designated, as shown in the design. No 
exceptions to this requirement are needed. 

The design of at-grade intersections at interchanges, as referenced under HDM Index 403.6(2), 
has prioritized safety and adheres to the permissive standard to the best extent possible with 
review by Caltrans’ Design, Traffic Operations, and ADA branches. 

HDM Index 502.2, which indicates that local road interchanges ramp termini should be 
perpendicular to the local road, is a permissive standard that has been implemented to the best extent 
possible. The project has made improvements at most interchanges to the existing conditions. 
Where ramps terminate at a signalized or tee intersection, the angle where it connects to the local 
street meets the minimum requirement of exceeding 75 degrees as required in the HDM. 

Thank you for your suggestions on the arterial interchanges for which you have provided 
feedback. Please see below for additional background to the design shown in the Draft EIR/EIS. 

Comment PC-S29-3 

Harbor Boulevard currently is not designated a Class II Bikeway and is not proposed as such under 
the City of Costa Mesa and the OCTA CBSP; therefore, HDM standard 403.6(1) is not applicable. 
The configuration of this southbound on-ramp was recently reconfigured and is proposed to be 
maintained. The pedestrian crossings would be signalized to match the existing conditions. 
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Comment PC-S29-4 

Ellis Avenue is not designated a Class II Bikeway and is not proposed as such under the City of 
Fountain Valley and the OCTA CBSP; therefore, HDM standard 403.6(1) is not applicable. 
However, pedestrian accessibility has been maintained with a continuous sidewalk along the new 
southbound on-ramp. The crosswalk at the intersection of the southbound ramps/Ellis Avenue/ 
Euclid Street/OCSD driveway entrance would include pedestrian signals in combination with the 
traffic signals. OCTA CBSP 2.6.3 references facilities with Class II designation as indicated in 
Figures 2.3 and 2.4. 

Comment PC-S29-5 

Euclid Street is not designated a Class II Bikeway and is not proposed as such under the City of 
Fountain Valley and the OCTA CBSP; therefore, HDM standard 403.6(1) is not applicable. The 
City is currently implementing a project that extends the sidewalk from the intersection with the 
Newhope/northbound ramps to the OCSD driveway along northbound Euclid Street. The project 
proposes to maintain this sidewalk. The project also proposes a new crosswalk at the north side 
of the intersection of the southbound ramps/Ellis Avenue/Euclid Street/OCSD driveway entrance 
for additional pedestrian accessibility.  

Comment PC-S29-6 

Brookhurst Street is not designated a Class II Bikeway and is not proposed as such under the 
City of Fountain Valley and the OCTA CBSP; therefore, HDM standard 403.6(1) is not 
applicable. Both southbound Brookhurst Street to southbound I-405 and northbound Brookhurst 
Street to northbound I-405 are proposed as slip on-ramps to provide a better-performing 
interchange. The project includes improvements to the existing condition by providing striped 
crosswalks at both loop on-ramps angled perpendicular to traffic for improved visibility. 
Pedestrian accessibility is also considered by meeting ADA requirements. Southbound 
Brookhurst Street to northbound I-405 is also designed under the same conditions as the two 
loop on-ramps. 

Pedestrian signals at crossings are proposed in combination with the traffic signals at the off-
ramp termini, which are improvements to the existing condition. OCTA CBSP 2.6.3 references 
facilities with Class II designation, as indicated in Figures 2.3 and 2.4. 

Comment PC-S29-7 

Warner Avenue is not designated a Class II Bikeway and is not proposed as such under the City 
of Fountain Valley and the OCTA CBSP; therefore, HDM standard 403.6(1) is not applicable. 
Westbound Warner Avenue to the northbound I-405 ramp and eastbound Warner Avenue to the 
southbound I-405 ramp terminate perpendicular to the arterial and meets Caltrans design 
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standards. Signalization of the ramps is not proposed based on traffic analysis. The project 
improves pedestrian accessibility by providing striped crosswalks that are perpendicular to traffic 
for improved visibility. 

Pedestrian signals at the ramp crossing are not proposed. OCTA CBSP 2.6.3 references facilities 
with Class II designation, as indicated in Figures 2.3 and 2.4. 

Comment PC-S29-8 

Magnolia Street is proposed for Class II Bikeway designation from I-405 to its intersection at 
Warner Avenue under the City of Huntington Beach and the OCTA CBSP. The Final EIR/EIS 
will provide bike lanes within this reach and will adhere to both the Caltrans HDM 403.6(1) 
requirement and the OCTA CBSP 2.6.3.  

Southbound Magnolia Street to northbound I-405 is designed to avoid impacting several 
commercial properties between the freeway and the on-ramp. The design is an improvement 
from the existing condition by providing a striped crosswalk that is angled perpendicular to 
traffic for improved visibility. 

Pedestrian signals are proposed in combination with the traffic signals at both loop entrance ramps. 

Comment PC-S29-9 

The project proposes to replace the Heil Avenue Pedestrian Overcrossing. Per the OCTA CBSP 
bikeways map Section 3, a Class II Bikeway is proposed within the project limits. The design 
accommodates pedestrians and bicyclists with switchback ramps that allow bicyclists to 
maneuver the turns. Proper signage would be proposed during the design phase of the project. 

Comment PC-S29-10 

Beach Boulevard is not designated a Class II Bikeway and is not proposed as such under the cities 
of Huntington Beach/Westminster and the OCTA CBSP; therefore, HDM standard 403.6(1) is 
not applicable. However, to accommodate bike use, the design has been revised at the 
northbound Beach Boulevard to northbound I-405 on-ramp and geometry for southbound Beach 
Boulevard to westbound Center Avenue to separate the bike lane from the roadway at ramp 
intersections. 

The geometry at southbound Beach Boulevard to northbound I-405 is not duplicated at the 
Brookhurst Street and Magnolia Street interchanges for reasons aforementioned. 
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Comment PC-S29-11 

Edinger Avenue is proposed for Class II Bikeway designation under the City of Huntington 
Beach and the OCTA CBSP. A bike lane is proposed from the start of the project limits 
throughout Edinger Avenue. The Final EIR/EIS will include a callout note on the layout plans. 
Although sidewalks on both sides of the bridge are provided, pedestrian access is maintained to 
match existing conditions by allowing access only from the north side of Edinger Avenue. 
Appropriate signage prohibiting pedestrian access along the south side of Edinger Avenue will 
be provided with a sign panel and barricade during final design phase. 

As described in Response to Comment PC-S29-2, a design exception is requested at the location 
approaching the southbound on-ramp.  

Comment PC-S29-12 

Caltrans and OCTA acknowledge your comment. 

Comment PC-S29-13 

The project improves and accommodates pedestrian accessibility at the southbound Goldenwest 
Street to southbound I-405 on-ramp by providing a striped crosswalk that is perpendicular to 
traffic for improved visibility. A pedestrian signal at this ramp crossing is not proposed due to 
interchange operations. 

Comment PC-S29-14 

Westminster Boulevard is proposed for Class II Bikeway designation under the City of 
Westminster and the OCTA CBSP.  

Pedestrian signals at ramp crossings are not proposed due to interchange operations. 

Comment PC-S29-15 

Bolsa Chica Road is proposed for Class II Bikeway designation under the City of Westminster 
and the OCTA CBSP.  

Pedestrian accessibility is prohibited along the southbound direction of Bolsa Chica Road, 
including Valley View Street to the north. Providing crosswalks to this side of the arterial would 
not be required and would avoid confusion. 

Comment PC-S29-16 

Seal Beach Boulevard is currently designated for Class II Bikeway under the City of Seal Beach 
and the OCTA CBSP and will be maintained for the project with additional improvements that 
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meet Caltrans HDM requirements. The design does not preclude the potential to add crosswalks 
in the future. 

Comment PC-S29-17 

The design of the project complies with the HDM requirements. At any locations where the 
HDM is not adhered to, design exceptions are requested and approved through Caltrans. Please 
see Response to Comment PC-S29-1. 

Comment PC-S29-18 

With respect to low-income and minority populations, environmental justice is covered in the 
Draft EIR/EIS in Section 3.1.4.3. No protected populations were found to be disproportionately 
adversely affected by any of the proposed build alternatives. Furthermore, the permanent 
condition created following construction of the project will increase the provision of bike lanes 
and pedestrian facilities as described on page 3.1.6-103 of the Draft EIR/EIS.  

Comment PC-S29-19 

With respect to temporary construction impacts to bikes and pedestrians resulting from closures 
or constraints, these items would be addressed within the Final TMP. As described in Section 
2.1.6 of the Draft EIR/EIS, the Final TMP will be prepared during the PS&E phase, which will 
require minimization and mitigation of construction-related effects on traffic and 
circulation/pedestrian and bicyclists by applying a variety of techniques, including public 
information, motorist information, incident management, construction strategies, demand 
management, alternate route, and other strategies to improve public safety during construction. 
During construction, the Final TMP would require that existing levels of pedestrian and bicycle 
access be maintained and, at a minimum, on one side of the street at all times through the 
construction limits. The TMP will be developed in cooperation with the corridor cities, 
emergency service providers, OCTA (as the transit provider), school districts, project 
stakeholders, and others. The commenter is urged to work through these groups to develop 
effective treatments for temporary construction impacts to bike and pedestrian facilities. If a 
formal advisory group is developed among these groups to expedite development of the TMP, 
consideration will be given to inclusion of bike and pedestrian representatives.  

During the course of project construction, the Traffic Management Team will observe 
traffic/pedestrian conditions and make recommendations to the Resident Engineer concerning 
any changes that need to be made with respect to traffic management. The TMP Coordinator will 
work closely with the Traffic Management Team to develop timely recommendations to address 
traffic-related effects on traffic and circulation/pedestrians and bicyclists, including coordination 
with schools, in developing alternative routes, as necessary. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-S30 

Comment PC-S30-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Please see Common Responses – Measure M Fundingand Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S31 

Comment PC-S31-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses – 
Preferred Alternative Identification, Replacement of Fairview Road Overcrossing/Truncation of 
Tolled Express Lanes, and Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S32 

Comment PC-S32-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Only Alternative 3 would require replacement of the Fairview Road Overcrossing. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid replacement of the Fairview Road 
Overcrossing under Alternative 3. Please see Common Response – Replacement of Fairview 
Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes. 

Comment PC-S32-2 

Thank you for your comment. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-S33 

Comment PC-S33-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

With respect to the I-605 southbound GP connector to I-405 southbound, Alternatives 1 and 2, as 
presented in the Draft EIR/EIS, would provide two full lanes from I-605 southbound onto 
southbound I-405. Alternative 3, as shown in the Draft EIR/EIS, would provide a single lane; 
however, this may be reconsidered during final design. Changes to the two-lane condition on 
I-605 southbound feeding the connector to I-405 southbound are not part of the proposed project.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S34 

Comment PC-S34-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S35 

Comment PC-S35-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-S35-2 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-S36 

Comment PC-S36-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S37 

Comment PC-S37-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Opposition to Tolling.  

Comment PC-S37-2 

Regarding the change in occupancy requirement to three persons per vehicle in the Express 
Lanes of Alternative 3, please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling. Part-time HOV 
lanes have not been considered for this project.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S38 

Comment PC-S38-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Comment PC-S38-2 

Reasonable and feasible soundwalls will be constructed, if not objected to by the benefited 
residences, as described in Section 3.2.7 of the Final EIR/EIS and final Noise Abatement 
Decision Report. Caltrans and FHWA do not provided sound proofing of private houses if traffic 
noise impacts can be abated at the outdoor use areas. Please see Common Response – 
Noise/Noise Analysis. 



 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

March 2015 R1-PC-S-76 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S39 

Comment PC-S39-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Alternatives M3, M9, M10, M11, M12, and M13 (see Section 2.2.7 and Figure 2-8), evaluated as 
part of the I-405 MIS (2003-2006), included project components similar to what you are 
recommending within your comment. These alternatives were not considered viable alternatives 
for further consideration because they do not fulfill the project purpose and are substantially 
more expensive than the Preferred Alternative (see discussion of Alternatives M3, M9, M10, 
M11, M12, and M13 in Section 2.7). Please also see Common Response – Elimination of LRT 
and BRT Alternatives. 

Comment PC-S39-2 

During freeway and local street construction, it is known that inconveniences to the community 
and traveling public are evident. The project mitigates construction impacts to traffic under a 
TMP that will be further developed during the design phase. 

Comment PC-S39-3 

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles county line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Comment PC-S39-4 

Tables 3.2.6-6 and 3.2.6-7 show that emissions for the build alternatives are generally less than 
the existing and future no-build conditions. This decrease is due to higher vehicle speeds, which 
generally result in lower emission rates; therefore, the project would result in a beneficial effect 
related to regional operational emissions. Please see Common Response – Air Quality.  

Comment PC-S39-5 

Intermediate access points at Magnolia Street/Warner Avenue and Goldenwest Street/Bolsa 
Avenue will provide access between the Express Lanes in Alternative 3 and Beach Boulevard.  

Comment PC-S39-6 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S39-1. 
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Comment PC-S39-7 

Regarding the change in occupancy requirement to three persons per vehicle for free use of the 
Express Lanes by HOVs, please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling.  

If HOVs with only two occupants choose not to use the Express Lanes, toll prices will be 
adjusted to attract replacement vehicles to the Express Lanes. The volume of traffic in the 
Express Lanes is independent of the occupancy requirement for free HOV use of the Express 
Lanes. Because the Express Lanes have more throughput during congested hours than the GP 
lanes, the GP lanes will benefit from diversion of traffic from the GP lanes to the Express Lanes.  

Slow-moving congested freeway lanes have lower and unstable throughput compared to 
uncongested lanes. During peak periods, the GP lanes on I-405 are forecast to be heavily 
congested with lower throughput (approximately 1,200 vehicles per lane per hour) than the 
Express Lanes, whose throughput will be managed to approximately 1,700 vehicles per lane per 
hour. For an explanation of how this management works, see the Draft EIR/EIS, page 2-20. By 
providing more throughput per lane through management of the Express Lanes, traffic in the GP 
lanes would be reduced and congestion eased; for two conditions with the same total number of 
lanes and congested conditions, congestion in the GP lanes would be less if two of the lanes were 
managed to increase their throughput. Please see the rows of Table 3.1.6-14 labeled “Brookhurst 
Street to SR-22 East” for a comparison of the throughput of Alternatives 2 and 3 with the same 
total number of lanes. 

Comment PC-S39-8 

The purpose of tolling is to raise revenue to build the Express Lanes and to manage traffic to 
achieve higher throughput per lane than there will be during congested periods in the GP lanes. 
Excess toll revenues (i.e., net revenues after all operating, capital, debt service, and other 
expenditures) from the Express Lanes in Alternative 3 would be available for OCTA to expend 
on transportation improvements in the I-405 corridor consistent with the provisions of the 
California Streets and Highways Code Section 143 (j)(1). If Alternative 3 becomes the Preferred 
Alternative, the OCTA Board would adopt a policy regarding the use of net revenues. 

Comment PC-S39-9 

Public comments are an important part of the public review process for the EIR/EIS and are 
weighed by the PDT when selecting the Preferred Alternative. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification.  

Comment PC-S39-10 

Please see Responses to Comments PC-S39-1 through PC-S39-9. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-S40 

Comment PC-S40-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-S40-2 

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S41 

Comment PC-S41-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Response to Comment 
PC-S40-1. 

Comment PC-S41-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S40-1.  

Comment PC-S41-3 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S40-1.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S42 

Comment PC-S42-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-S43 

Comment PC-S43-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Response to Comment 
PC-B20-1.  

Comment PC-S43-2 

Traffic during construction periods can be inconvenient. The Draft TMP (Community Impact 
Assessment, Appendix D) outlines concepts to be used to minimize disruption to traffic during 
construction. Appendix M of the Draft EIR/EIS provides detour plans for potential ramp closures.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S44 

Comment PC-S44-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Response to Comment 
PC-B20-1. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S45 

Comment PC-S45-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S46 

Comment PC-S46-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 
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The SR-91 Express Lanes are considered successful traffic management. They do not eliminate 
congestion in the GP lanes; they provide an option to that congestion to motorists willing to pay 
a toll. The tolls are set at the rates necessary to maintain high-speed operations. For an 
explanation of how this management works, see the Draft EIR/EIS, page 2-20. For additional 
information, please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling. 

Comment PC-S46-2 

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-S46-3 

Existing soundwalls can only be replaced by higher soundwalls if an additional 5-dB noise 
reduction could be achieved. Soundwalls have a “diminishing margin of return” once the line-of-
sight to major sources of traffic noise have been cut or blocked, which include, but are not 
limited to, tire, engine, and truck stack exhaust noise. The insertion loss for barriers does not 
follow a linear trend in reducing noise levels once the line-of-sight is removed from the tallest 
noise source, which for traffic noise is the exhaust from truck stacks, which are approximately 
12 ft from ground level. The current maximum preferred height for soundwalls in California is 
16 ft due to seismic issues. Please also see Common Response – Noise/Noise Analysis. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S47 

Comment PC-S47-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S48 

Comment PC-S48-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 



FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT  APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS 
 

I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT  R1-PC-S-81 March 2015 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S49 

Comment PC-S49-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S50 

Comment PC-S50-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-S50-2 

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles County line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line.  

Comment PC-S50-3 

Under the No Build Alternative, vehicles entering I-405 northbound from Seal Beach Boulevard 
must merge one lane left to access I-605 and one more lane left to continue on I-405 northbound. 
Under all of the build alternatives, one lane change plus a lane merge downstream of the SR-22 
westbound off-ramp would be required to reach I-605 and two additional lane changes to reach 
I-405.  

Comment PC-S50-4 

Traffic differences between the No Build Alternative and the build alternatives are presented in 
the Draft EIR/EIS in Section 3.1.6, and improvements to Seal Beach Boulevard are identified.  

The additional lanes and improved performance on I-405 under the build alternatives compared 
to the No Build Alternative will encourage traffic currently diverting from the congested freeway 
to local streets to remain on the freeway. 
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Comment PC-S50-5 

The experience on SR-91 is that motorists from all income groups use the Express Lanes.  

If HOVs with only two occupants choose not to use the Express Lanes, toll prices will be 
adjusted to attract replacement vehicles to the Express Lanes. The volume of traffic in the 
Express Lanes is independent of the occupancy requirement for free HOV use of the Express 
Lanes. Because the Express Lanes have more throughput during congested hours than the GP 
lanes, the GP lanes will benefit from diversion of traffic from the GP lanes to the Express Lanes. 

With respect to the limited access to and from the Express Lanes and potential impacts to local 
businesses, please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling.  

Toll rates would change periodically during the day to manage the volume of traffic in the 
Express Lanes and ensure a reliable uncongested trip.  

Comment PC-S50-6 

Dropping the additional GP lane in Alternatives 1 and 3 upstream of I-605 near Valley View 
Street as suggested in the comment would create a chokepoint at the drop location, because there 
would be no roadway to receive the lane’s traffic. Carrying that lane to I-605 and providing a full 
two-lane exit at the beginning of I-605 provides a location for ending the lane that has the 
capacity to receive the lane’s traffic. Consideration was given to dropping the second additional 
lane included in Alternative 2 just south of SR-22, but this was rejected due to the level of 
congestion such a bottleneck would create. Carrying the second lane to the SR-22 West exit 
ramp provides a location for ending the lane that has the capacity to receive the lane’s traffic. 

Rubberized asphalt is not proposed under this project. FHWA policy does not allow the use of 
pavement type or surface texture as a traffic noise abatement measure because it can lose its 
effectiveness over time. Presently, FHWA and several state transportation departments are 
conducting research to determine the longevity of the noise-reduction characteristics of 
rubberized asphalt.  

With respect to suggestions for narrowed shoulders to avoid impacts to the College Park East 
soundwall, please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S51 

Comment PC-S51-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Respuesta a la Carta De Comentario PC-S52 

Comentario PC-S52-1 

Las agencias de Caltrans y Orange County Transportation Authroity les gustaría agradecerle por 
haber participado en el proceso ambiental para el proyecto de ampliación de la autopista de San 
Diego (I-405). Su comentario fue considerado durante el proceso de selección de la “Alternative 
Preferida”, como esta escrito en el reporte llamando en ingles “I-405 Improvement Project Final 
EIR/EIS.” Se le notificará en la dirección proveida en su Cometario cuando el reporte “Final 
EIR/EIS” va a estar disponible para revisarlo. 

Response to Comment Letter Translation PC-S52 

Comment PC-S52-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S53 

Comment PC-S53-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S54 

Comment PC-S54-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 



 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

March 2015 R1-PC-S-84 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Response to Comment 
PC-S50-1. 

Comment PC-S54-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S50-2. 

Comment PC-S54-3 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S50-3. 

Comment PC-S54-4 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S50-4. 

Comment PC-S54-5 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S50-5. 

Comment PC-S54-6 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S50-6. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S55 

Comment PC-S55-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S56 

Comment PC-S56-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-S56-2 

Only Alternative 3 would require replacement of the Fairview Road Overcrossing. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid replacement of the Fairview Road 
Overcrossing under Alternative 3. Please see Common Responses – Replacement of Fairview 
Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes and Preferred Alternative Identification. 
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Comment PC-S56-3 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S56-2. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S57 

Comment PC-S57-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-S57-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S56-2. 

Comment PC-S57-3 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S56-2. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S58 

Comment PC-S58-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-S58-2 

We acknowledge your comments on the costs and funding of Alternative 3. The project is considered 
a Major Project by FHWA, and a Draft Financial Plan must be submitted to FHWA prior to approval 
of the Final EIR/EIS. The Draft Financial Plan must identify full funding for the project. 

Comment PC-S58-3 

The Express Lanes in Alternative 3 will not be elevated as they approach SR-73. A direct 
connector from the median of I-405 to the median of SR-73 is included in Alternative 3, and this 
would require a bridge over the southbound lanes on I-405. The elevation of that bridge at its 
highest point would be lower than the existing bridge carrying northbound SR-73 over I-405; 
however, the new bridge would be longer than the existing bridge, extending farther to the west 
before touching down in the median of I-405. The noise evaluation presented in the Draft 
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EIR/EIS in Section 3.2.7, Noise, assumed the proposed direct connector and noise abatement 
was considered. 

Comment PC-S58-4 

As described in Sections 3.2.6 and 3.2.7, project-related emissions and noise levels associated 
with the Preferred Alternative would be less than the future No Build Alternative. Littering is 
against the law, and no analysis of either increase or decrease in litter was completed for the 
EIR/EIS. Please see Response to Comment PC-E5-1 and Common Responses – Air Quality, 
Health Risks, and Noise/Noise Analysis. 

Comment PC-S58-5 

Only Alternative 3 would require replacement of the Fairview Road Overcrossing. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid replacement of the Fairview Road 
Overcrossing under Alternative 3. Please see Common Responses – Replacement of Fairview 
Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes and Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-S58-6 

Under Alternatives 1 and 2, the Harbor Boulevard Overcrossing would not be replaced; only 
Alternative 3 would require replacement of the Harbor Boulevard Overcrossing. However, a 
design option for Alternative 3 has been developed that would eliminate new lanes south of 
Euclid Street, except for the extension of the southbound auxiliary lane approaching the Harbor 
Boulevard exit ramp north to Euclid Street. If this design option is adopted and Alternative 3 is 
identified as the Preferred Alternative, the Harbor Boulevard Overcrossing would not be 
replaced, consistent with Alternatives 1 and 2. Please see Common Responses – Replacement of 
Fairview Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes and Preferred Alternative 
Identification. 

Comment PC-S58-7 

All of the build alternatives are anticipated to reduce congestion in the I-405 corridor; none are 
expected to eliminate congestion in the corridor, including the portion of the corridor in Costa 
Mesa, as shown in Draft EIR/EIS Tables 3.1.6-4, 3.1.6-5, 3.1.6-12, and 3.1.6-13. The benefits to 
congestion vary among the build alternatives. The benefits to congestion of the build alternatives 
are summarized in the Draft EIR/EIS in Tables 3.1.6-4 through 3.1.6-8 and Tables 3.1.6-12 
through 3.1.6-14. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-S59 

Comment PC-S59-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S60 

Comment PC-S60-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-S60-2 

The current HOV lanes on I-405 do not meet federal and State performance standards as 
documented in the Draft EIR/EIS by reference to the California HOV/Express Lane Business 
Plan (March 31, 2009).  

Comment PC-S60-3 

The traffic performance anticipated at the intermediate access points to the Express Lanes in 
Alternative 3 is presented in the Draft EIR/EIS on page 3.1.6-98. One of the three intermediate 
access points is anticipated to have some congestion delay in the right-side Express Lane, while 
the other two are not anticipated to have any delay.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S61 

Comment PC-S61-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 



 FINAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT/ 
APPENDIX R1  DRAFT EIR/EIS RESPONSE TO COMMENTS ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT 
 

March 2015 R1-PC-S-88 I-405 IMPROVEMENT PROJECT 

Comment PC-S61-2 

Alternatives M3, M9, M10, M11, M12, and M13 (see Section 2.2.7 and Figure 2-8), evaluated as 
part of the I-405 MIS (2003-2006), included project components similar to what you are 
recommending within your comment. These alternatives were not considered viable alternatives 
for further consideration because they do not fulfill the project purpose and are substantially 
more expensive than the Preferred Alternative (see discussion of Alternatives M3, M9, M10, 
M11, M12, and M13 in Section 2.7). Please also see Common Response – Elimination of LRT 
and BRT Alternatives. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S62 

Comment PC-S62-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S63 

Comment PC-S63-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S64 

Comment PC-S64-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Project-related construction and operational air quality and noise effects were analyzed in detail 
in the project Air Quality Technical Study and Noise Study Report. As described in Sections 
3.2.6 and 3.2.7 of the Draft EIR/EIS, project-related emission and noise levels associated with 
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the Preferred Alternative would be less than the future No Build Alternative. Please see Common 
Responses – Air Quality and Noise/Noise Analysis. 

MSATs have the greatest potential to affect the health of residents located adjacent to the project. 
Although the various alternatives would place travel lanes closer to some residences, it is 
anticipated that MSAT exposure, including DPM, would be less than existing conditions. MSAT 
emissions are likely lower than existing levels in the design year as a result of EPA’s and 
California’s control programs that are projected to further reduce MSAT emissions. Please see 
Common Response – Health Risks. 

Comment PC-S64-2 

All of the build alternatives are anticipated to reduce congestion in the I-405 corridor; none are 
expected to eliminate congestion in the corridor, including the portion of the corridor south of 
Brookhurst Street in Costa Mesa, as shown in Draft EIR/EIS Tables 3.1.6-4, 3.1.6-5, 3.1.6-12, 
and 3.1.6-13. The benefits to congestion vary among the build alternatives. The benefits to 
congestion of the build alternatives are summarized in the Draft EIR/EIS in Tables 3.1.6-4 
through 3.1.6-8 and Tables 3.1.6-12 through 3.1.6-14. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S65 

Comment PC-S65-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S66 

Comment PC-S66-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Response to Comment 
PC-S65-1. 
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Comment PC-S66-2 

All of the build alternatives are anticipated to reduce congestion in the I-405 corridor; none are 
expected to eliminate congestion in the corridor. The benefits to congestion vary among the build 
alternatives. The benefits to congestion of the build alternatives are summarized in the Draft 
EIR/EIS in Tables 3.1.6-4 through 3.1.6-8 and Tables 3.1.6-12 through 3.1.6-14. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S67 

Comment PC-S67-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S68 

Comment PC-S68-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Response to Comment 
PC-S67-1.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S69 

Comment PC-S69-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Response to Comment 
PC-S67-1. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-S70 

Comment PC-S70-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Alternatives M3, M9, M12, and M13 (see Section 2.2.7 and Figure 2-8), evaluated as part of the 
I-405 MIS (2003-2006), included project components similar to what you are recommending 
within your comment. These alternatives were not considered viable alternatives for further 
consideration because they do not fulfill the project purpose and are substantially more 
expensive than the Preferred Alternative (see discussion of Alternatives M3, M9, M12, and M13 
in Section 2.7). Please also see Common Response – Elimination of LRT and BRT Alternatives. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S71 

Comment PC-S71-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S72 

Comment PC-S72-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Out of the 17 bridge replacements, none will be replaced that are constructed as part of the WCC 
Project, namely the Seal Beach Boulevard and Valley View Street overcrossings. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-S73 

Comment PC-S73-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S74 

Comment PC-S74-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles County line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S75 

Comment PC-S75-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-S75-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S75-1. 

Comment PC-S75-3 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S75-1. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-S76 

Comment PC-S76-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los Angeles County line, please see Common 
Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Comment PC-S76-2 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S77 

Comment PC-S77-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S78 

Comment PC-S78-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-S78-2 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-S78-3 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S78-2. 
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Comment PC-S78-4 

Please see Common Response – Measure M. 

Comment PC-S78-5 

Alternative 2 has 10 lanes in each direction north of the SR-22 near Valley View Street. 
Alternative 3 has 9 lanes in each direction in that area. With respect to a potential bottleneck at 
the Los Angeles county line, please see Common Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange 
County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Comment PC-S78-6 

With respect to potential improvements to I-405 in Los Angeles County, please see Common 
Response – Coordination between Caltrans Districts 7 and 12, OCTA, Los Angeles Metro, COG, 
and the City of Long Beach.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S79 

Comment PC-S79-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-S79-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S79-1. 

Comment PC-S79-3 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S79-1. 

Comment PC-S79-4 

The priority of the design team was to minimize the residential impacts, including ROW. OCTA, 
Caltrans, and FHWA have worked extensively with the Navy to move I-405 toward and into the 
Navy property to avoid impacting the residential areas on the northbound side of I-405. Please 
see Response to Comment PC-S79-1 and Common Response – Shifting Improvements away 
from Residential Properties onto NAVWPNSTA Seal Beach Property. 
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Response to Comment Letter PC-S80 

Comment PC-S80-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S81 

Comment PC-S81-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los Angeles County Line. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S82 

Comment PC-S82-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S83 

Comment PC-S83-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternative 3 would require replacement of the Fairview Road Overcrossing. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid replacement of the Fairview Road 
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Overcrossing under Alternative 3. Please see Common Responses – Replacement of Fairview 
Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes and Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-S83-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S83-1. 

Comment PC-S83-3 

All of the build alternatives are anticipated to reduce congestion in the I-405 corridor; none are 
expected to eliminate congestion in the corridor. The benefits to congestion vary among the build 
alternatives. The benefits to congestion of the build alternatives are summarized in the Draft 
EIR/EIS in Tables 3.1.6-4 through 3.1.6-8 and Tables 3.1.6-12 through 3.1.6-14. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S84 

Comment PC-S84-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Layout Sheets L-3A to 
L-2 in EIR/EIS Appendix P3: Alternative 3 Project Plans. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S85 

Comment PC-S85-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Comment PC-S85-2 

Only Alternative 3 would require replacement of the Fairview Road Overcrossing. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid replacement of the Fairview Road 
Overcrossing under Alternative 3. Please see Common Responses – Replacement of Fairview 
Road Overcrossing/Truncation of Tolled Express Lanes and Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S86 

Comment PC-S86-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Comment PC-S86-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S85-2. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S87 

Comment PC-S87-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Response to Comment 
PC-B20-1. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S88 

Comment PC-S88-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S89 

Comment PC-S89-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S90 

Comment PC-S90-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses – 
Preferred Alternative Identification and Opposition to Tolling.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S91 

Comment PC-S91-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. 

All of the build alternatives are anticipated to reduce congestion in the I-405 corridor; none are 
expected to eliminate congestion in the corridor. The benefits to congestion vary among the build 
alternatives. The benefits to congestion of the build alternatives are summarized in the Draft 
EIR/EIS in Tables 3.1.6-4 through 3.1.6-8 and Tables 3.1.6-12 through 3.1.6-14. 

The additional lanes and improved performance on I-405 under the build alternatives compared 
to the No Build Alternative will encourage traffic currently diverting from the congested freeway 
to local streets to remain on the freeway. 

Comment PC-S91-2 

A regional emissions analysis was completed based on VMT and vehicle speeds. Regional 
criteria pollutant and VOC emissions are presented in Tables 3.2.6-6 through 3.2.6-8 of the 
EIR/EIS. Differences in the anticipated 2020 and 2040 operational emission for the build 
alternatives are minimal. Tables 3.2.6-7 and 3.2.6-8 show that emissions for the build 
alternatives are generally less than the existing and future no-build conditions. This decrease is 
due to higher vehicle speeds, which generally result in lower emission rates; therefore, the 
project would result in a beneficial effect related to regional operational emissions. Please see 
Common Response – Air Quality. 

Comment PC-S91-3 

Since 2004, performance of HOV lanes has deteriorated. If HOV lanes fall below the MAP-21 
performance benchmarks that relate to average operating speed, state departments of 
transportation (DOTs) would be required to change the operations of their HOV lanes to meet 
the federally required performance benchmarks. For example, if the average speed for an HOV 
lane fell below the MAP-21 speed-based benchmark due to high demand, changing the HOV 
occupancy requirement to 3+ occupants could improve the speed in the HOV lane, but it would 
force additional vehicles into the adjacent GP lanes. In many cases, the GP lanes are already 
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operating at slower speeds than the HOV lanes; therefore, the performance of the facility (HOV 
+ GP) could easily be degraded by focusing exclusively on the performance of the HOV lane. 

Comment PC-S91-4 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S91-1. 

Comment PC-S91-5 

With respect to the issue of tolling being a form of double taxation for the Express Lanes in 
Alternative 3, please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling. Under Alternative 3, 
HOVs would use the Express Lanes free, provided they meet the occupancy eligibility 
requirement. Regarding the change in occupancy requirement to three persons per vehicle, please 
see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling. 

Comment PC-S91-6 

The use of future toll revenues for bonding to raise construction funds would be limited by a 
coverage ratio that limits risk of inability to repay bonds due to toll revenues not meeting 
expectations. The traffic analysis in the PSR/PDS used a technique that limited traffic demand, 
which may understate traffic delay. Traffic predictions are similar; the population and 
employment forecasts used for traffic forecasting are approved by SCAG. 

Comment PC-S91-7 

As discussed in Section 4.2.7, Climate Change, Alternative 3 future GHG emissions (2020 and 
2040) would be greater than the existing GHG emissions; however, the build alternatives would 
result in fewer GHG emissions than the No Build Alternative in 2020 and 2040. It should be 
noted that the GHG emission reductions shown in Tables 4-14 and 4-15 were developed using 
EMFAC2011 and, unlike criteria pollutants, EMFAC2011 does not make assumptions that 
technological enhancement in engine technology would result in reduced GHG emissions in the 
future; however, the model does result in fewer GHG emissions under higher speeds. Table 
3.1.6-6 shows that speeds are higher under the build alternatives than under the No Build 
Alternative. 

The GHG emissions estimates are the potential project contributions to GHGs; however, 
estimates could vary from actual GHG emissions. GHG emissions are dependent on other factors 
that are not part of the EMFAC2011 methodology, such as the fuel mix, rate of acceleration, and 
aerodynamics and efficiency of the vehicles.  

Comment PC-S91-8 

Analysis of the traffic performance of the transition areas is presented in the Draft EIR/EIS and 
summarized in Table 3.1.6-17.  
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Comment PC-S91-9 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-S91-10 

The I-405 Improvement Project may have an effect on property values, but it is not likely to be a 
major change because I-405 is an existing facility within Orange County. In addition, Caltrans 
has found no literature, studies, or evidence that property values decrease because of freeway 
widening near a home. Please see Common Response – Property Values. 

Comment PC-S91-11 

The additional lanes and improved performance on I-405 under the build alternatives compared 
to the No Build Alternative will encourage traffic currently diverting from the congested freeway 
to local streets to remain on the freeway.  

Under Alternative 3, HOVs would use the Express Lanes free, provided they meet the occupancy 
eligibility requirement. Regarding the change in occupancy requirement to three persons per 
vehicle, please see Common Response – Opposition to Tolling.  

Comment PC-S91-12 

Alternatives with LRT and BRT are included in the Draft EIR/EIS in Section 2.2.7, Alternatives 
Considered but Eliminated from Consideration. That section explains each of those alternatives 
and why they were eliminated. For a graphic summary of those alternatives, see Figure 2-39 of the 
Draft EIR/EIS. Please also see Common Response – Elimination of LRT and BRT Alternatives. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S92 

Comment PC-S92-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S93 

Comment PC-S93-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Responses – 
Preferred Alternative Identification and Opposition to Tolling. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S94 

Comment PC-S94-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Caltrans and OCTA acknowledge your opposition to tolling. Please see Common Response – 
Opposition to Tolling.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S95 

Comment PC-S95-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-S95-2 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S13-2. 

Comment PC-S95-3 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S13-3. 

Comment PC-S95-4 

Please see Response to Comment PC-S13-4. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S96 

Comment PC-S96-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
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Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S97 

Comment PC-S97-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review.  

Response to Comment Letter PC-S98 

Comment PC-S98-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Response to Comment Letter PC-S99 

Comment PC-S99-1 

Caltrans and OCTA thank you for participating in the environmental process for the I-405 
Improvement Project. Your comment was considered during identification of the Preferred 
Alternative as described in the Final EIR/EIS. You will be notified at the address provided in 
your comment when the Final EIR/EIS is available for review. Please see Common Response – 
Preferred Alternative Identification. 

Comment PC-S99-2 

Within Seal Beach, no bridges will require replacement or widening under any of the proposed 
alternatives. The bridges constructed as part of the WCC project were constructed to 
accommodate the I-405 Improvement Project. With respect to a potential bottleneck at the Los 
Angeles county line, please see Common Response – Traffic Flow at the Orange County/Los 
Angeles County Line. 

Comment PC-S99-3 

Alternatives M3, M9, M12, and M13 (see Section 2.2.7 and Figure 2-8), evaluated as part of the 
I-405 MIS (2003-2006), included project components similar to what you are recommending 
within your comment. These alternatives were not considered viable alternatives for further 
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consideration because they do not fulfill the project purpose and are substantially more 
expensive than the Preferred Alternative (see discussion of Alternatives M3, M9, M12, and M13 
in Section 2.7). Please also see Common Response – Elimination of LRT and BRT Alternatives. 

Comment PC-S99-4 

Only Alternatives 2 and 3 would require relocation of the Almond Avenue soundwall. 
Caltrans/OCTA have considered design options to avoid relocation of the soundwall under 
Alternatives 2 and 3. Please see Common Response – Almond Avenue Soundwall. 

Comment PC-S99-5 

Please see Common Response – Preferred Alternative Identification. 
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